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aifcctecl by tlic greatness of tine thoughts and the expressions :
* Fear not, I am THE FIRST and THE LAST: I am He that
was deady but now live Ik : Behold, I tun alive for evermore.
Amen, and have the keys of Hades, and of Death] " i. 17, IS,

a The Apocalypse lias something In it which enchants and
insensibly inspires the reader with the sublime spirit of the
author. When future blessedness is promised (to the righteous),
or the New Jerusalem described,, a man must be devoid of feel-
ing who is not affected: and when the author denounces 6 judg-
ment to the wicked? and represents c the smoke of their torment
ascending up for ever and ever, before the tin-one of GOD and
his Angels j one must be either prejudiced before one reads, or
one cannot read without terror.

"A great part of the imagery is borrowed from the ancient
Prophets; but the imitation is for the most part more beautiful
and more magnificent than the original, which is particularly
true of what is borrowed Iroin Esekiel; and the Imagery which
Is taken from tlie Theology of the RtMi,ns, acquires in the Apo-
calypse a lasle and eloquence? of which the Rabbinical writings
themselves are wholly destitute.

"St. John's Gospel has likewise its "beauties; but then they
are beauties of a very diiferent kind. For while the author of
the Apocalypse hurries us away to enchtutted ground, and
resembles a torrent which carries every tiling before It, St. John
the Apostle Is plainness and genlleness, and Is like a clear
rivulet which flows without rapidity and violence.------Is it pos-
sible, therefore, that St. John the Apostle, and the author of the
Apocalypse, called St. John the Divine, were one and the same
person?" p. 533,534.

Yes, we will reply to this most unequal and provoking critic,
whom we must praise and censure in the same breath. Yes,
the very difference lie stumbles at Is the surest proof of the
identity of both.

"John the Apostle" wrote in his proper character, and in his
own language ; " John the Divine," in the language of iuspira-
lion, " as THE SPIRIT gave him utterance" Of course, they
differ as much as " the language of the Gods and Men" In
Homer. And they ought to differ, that the learned might not
Idly mistake the Apocalypse for a human composition, the
Apostle being only the vehicle of the divine Afflatus, like the
Prophet of old,